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able to find in Nature, though so much slighter and
less conclusive even as to his existence than the
pious mind would wish to consider them, and still
more unsatisfactory in the information they afford as
to his attributes, are yet sufficient to give to the
supposition of a Eevelation a standing point which
it would not otherwise have had. The alleged Eeve-
lation is not obliged to build up its case from the
foundation; it has not to prove the very existence of
the Being from whom it professes to come. It claims
to be a message from a Being whose existence, whose
power, and to a certain extent whose wisdom and
goodness, are, if not proved, at least indicated with
more or less of probability by the phenomena of
Nature. The sender of the alleged message is not a
sheer invention; there are grounds independent of
the message itself for belief in his reality; grounds
which, though insufficient for proof, are sufficient to
take away all antecedent improbability from the sup-
position that a message may really have been received
from him. It is, moreover, much* to the purpose
to take notice, that the very imperfection of the
evidences which Natural Theology can produce of the
Divine attributes, removes some of the chief stum-
bling blocks to the belief of a Eevelation; since the
.objections grounded on imperfections in the Eevelation
itself, however conclusive against it if it is considered
as a record of the acts or an expression of the wisdom
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